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UF is not warranted. Therefore at this
time, the RfD of 0.03 mg/kg/day is
appropriate for assessing aggregate risk
to infants and children.

Reference dose. Using the
conservative exposure assumptions
described above, the percent of the RfD
that will be utilized by aggregate
exposure to residues of carfentrazone-
ethyl for non-nursing infants (<1 year
old) would be 0.08% RfD and 3.0% RfD;
for children 1 to 6 years of age would
be 0.08% RfD and 3.2% RfD, (the most
highly exposed group). Based on the
completeness and reliability of the
toxicity data and the conservative
exposure assessment, there is a
reasonable certainty that no harm will
result to infants and children from
aggregate exposure to the residues of
carfentrazone-ethyl including all
anticipated dietary exposure.

F. International Tolerances
There are no Codex Alimentarius

Commission (Codex) maximum residue
levels (MRLs) for carfentrazone-ethyl on
any crops at this time. However, MRLs
for small grains in Europe have been
proposed which consist of
carfentrazone-ethyl and carfentrazone-
ethyl-chloropropionic acid.
[FR Doc. 01–9060 Filed 4–11–01; 8:45 am]
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ACTION: Notice of Availability of 2001
Update: Aquatic Life Criteria Document
for Cadmium.

SUMMARY: Section 304(a)(1) of the Clean
Water Act requires the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) to develop and
publish, and from time to time revise,
criteria for water accurately reflecting
the latest scientific knowledge. EPA has
revised its aquatic life criteria for
cadmium and is notifying the public
about the availability of the completed
document in accordance with the
Agency’s new process for developing or
revising criteria (63 FR 68354, December
10, 1998).

EPA notified the public about the
availability of the draft document and
the peer review on August 17, 2000 (65
FR 50201). At that time, the Agency
solicited views from the public on
issues of science pertaining to the

information used in deriving the draft
criteria EPA considered the comments
from the peer reviewers and the public
and has revised the document
accordingly. The completed document
is now available.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the completed
criteria document entitled, 2001 Update
of Ambient Water Quality Criteria for
Cadmium, may be obtained from EPA’s
National Services Center for
Environmental Publications (NSCEP
formally NCEPI) by phone at 800–490–
9198, or by e-mail to ncepimal@one.net
or by conventional mail to U.S. EPA/
NSCEP, P.O. Box 42419, Cincinnati,
Ohio, USA, 45242–2419. Alternatively,
the document and related fact sheet can
be obtained from EPA’s web site at
http://www.epa.gov/waterscience/
criteria/ on the Internet.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cindy Roberts, Health and Ecological
Criteria Division (4304), US EPA, Ariel
Rios Building, 1200 Pennsylvania
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20460;
(202) 260–2787; roberts.cindy@epa.gov
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

What Are Water Quality Criteria?

Section 304(a)(1) of the Clean Water
Act requires the EPA to develop and
publish, and from time to time revise,
criteria for water accurately reflecting
the latest scientific knowledge. Water
quality criteria developed under section
304(a) are based solely on data and
scientific judgments. They do not
consider economic impacts or the
technological feasibility of meeting the
criteria in ambient water.

Under the CWA, States and Tribes are
to establish water quality criteria to
protect designated uses. EPA has
promulgated regulations to implement
this requirement (see 40 CFR part 141).
EPA’s recommended water quality
criteria do not substitute for the Act or
regulations, nor is it a regulation itself.
Thus, EPA’s recommended water
quality criteria cannot impose legally
binding requirements on EPA, States,
Tribes or any other regulated
community, and may not apply to a
particular situation based on the
circumstances. State and Tribal
decisionmakers retain the discretion to
adopt approaches on a case-by-case
basis that differ from this guidance
when appropriate. EPA may change this
guidance in the future.

EPA emphasizes that, in the course of
carrying out its responsibilities under
section 303(c), it reviews State and
Tribal water quality standards to assess
the need for new or revised water
quality criteria. EPA generally believes
that five years from the date of EPA’s

publication of new or revised water
quality criteria is a reasonable time by
which States and authorized Tribes
should take action to adopt new or
revised water quality criteria necessary
to protect the designated uses of their
waters. This period is intended to
accommodate those State and
authorized Tribes that have begun a
triennial review and wish to complete
the action they have underway,
deferring initiating adoption of new or
revised section 304(a) criteria until the
next triennial review. Thus, EPA
expects State and authorized Tribes to
adopt criteria for cadmium that ensure
the protection of designated uses no
later than 2006.

How Did EPA Involve the Public in
Revising the Aquatic Life Criteria for
Cadmium?

In following the Agency’s new
process for developing criteria, EPA
notified the public of its intentions to
revise the aquatic life criteria for
cadmium in the Federal Register on
October 29, 1999 (64 FR 58409). At that
time, EPA made available to the public
all references identified by a recent
literature review and solicited any
additional pertinent data or scientific
views that would be useful in revising
the aquatic life criteria. EPA revised the
aquatic life criteria for cadmium based
on the new data and prepared a draft
document. EPA then announced the
peer review and the availability of the
peer review draft on August 17, 2000
(65 FR 50201). Again, EPA solicited
views from the public on issues of
science pertaining to the information
used in deriving the draft criteria. EPA
considered the comments from the peer
reviewers and the public and has
revised the document accordingly.

Where Can I Find More Information on
EPA’s Revised Process for Developing
New or Revised Criteria?

The Agency published detailed
information about its revised process for
developing and revising criteria in the
Federal Register on December 10, 1998
(63 FR 68354) and in the EPA document
entitled, National Recommended Water
Quality—Correction (EPA 822–Z–99–
001, April 1999). The purpose of the
revised process is to provide expanded
opportunities for public input, and to
make the criteria development process
more efficient.

Is the Completed Document Different
Than the Draft Document?

In addressing the peer reviewers’
comments and the scientific issues
raised by the public, revisions were
made to the draft document. These
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revisions resulted in no changes in the
saltwater criterion maximum
concentration (CMC or ‘‘acute
criterion’’) or the saltwater criterion
continuous concentration (CCC or
‘‘chronic criterion’’), but did result in
significant changes in the freshwater
CMC and CCC.

The freshwater CMC changed due to
several factors including the addition of
data for bull trout and rainbow trout, the
elimination of some data and the
recalculation of species mean acute
values (SMAVs) for a few species. Two
SMAVs were recalculated based on all
applicable data rather than only giving
preference to flow-through measured
test results, as in the draft.

EPA’s freshwater metals criteria are
expressed as hardness dependent values

because water quality characteristics
such as hardness (and other parameters
that covary with hardness) influence the
toxicity of metals on aquatic organisms.
Therefore, hardness slopes were
established to normalize all freshwater
acute and chronic values to the same
hardness in order to derive the criteria.
These hardness slopes were revised in
the completed document. The revision
to the acute slope was minor, but the
chronic slope revision was more
significant and resulted in a less
stringent CCC compared to the draft
document. The revised CCC, however, is
still more stringent than EPA’s 1995
CCC.

A number of comments were received
stating that EPA should not proceed
with the cadmium update until the

biotic ligand model (BLM), a model that
estimates the bioavailable portion of
dissolved metals in the water column
based on site-specific water quality
parameters such as alkalinity, pH and
dissolved organic carbon, is available
for cadmium. To date, EPA has not
completed any BLM criteria and is still
in the preliminary evaluation phase of
the model for cadmium and so does not
agree that the update should wait for the
development of the BLM. The cadmium
criteria may be revised in the future
based on the BLM, yet development is
contingent upon resources and
sufficient data being available to
develop the model.

What Are the New Criteria?

Fresh water 1 Salt water

CMC
(µg/L)

CCC
(µg/L)

CMC
(µg/L)

CCC
(µg/L)

Total .............................................................................. e(1.0166[ln(hardness)]-3.924) ........ e(.7409[ln(hardness)]-4.719) ......... 40.28 8.846
Dissolved ...................................................................... 1.0 ..................................... 0.15 ................................... 40 8.8

1–@ 50 mg/L hardness measured as
CaCO3

CMC conversion factor = 1.136672 ¥
[(ln hardness)(0.041838)]

CCC conversion factor = 1.101672 ¥
[(ln hardness)(0.041838)]

Dated: April 4, 2001.
Geoffrey H. Grubbs,
Director, Office of Science and Technology.
[FR Doc. 01–9056 Filed 4–11–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Notice of Public Information
Collection(s) Being Reviewed by the
Federal Communications Commission

April 4, 2001.

SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork burden
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to take this
opportunity to comment on the
following information collection(s), as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995, Public Law 104–13. An
agency may not conduct or sponsor a
collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid control
number. No person shall be subject to
any penalty for failing to comply with
a collection of information subject to the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) that
does not display a valid control number.
Comments are requested concerning (a)

whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Commission, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the Commission’s
burden estimate; (c) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information collected; and (d) ways to
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on the respondents,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.
DATES: Written comments should be
submitted on or before May 14, 2001. If
you anticipate that you will be
submitting comments, but find it
difficult to do so within the period of
time allowed by this notice, you should
advise the contact listed below as soon
as possible.
ADDRESSES: Direct all comments to Judy
Boley, Federal Communications
Commission, Room 1–C804, 445 12th
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20554 or
via the Internet to jboley@fcc.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
additional information or copies of the
information collection(s), contact Judy
Boley at 202–418–0214 or via the
Internet at jboley@fcc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: OMB
Control No.: 3060–XXXX.

Title: Procedures for Reviewing
Requests for Relief from State and Local
Regulations Pursuant to section 332
(c)(7)(B)(v) of the Communications Act
of 1934.

Form No.: N/A.
Type of Review: New collection.
Respondents: Business or other for-

profit, not-for-profit institutions, state,
local or tribal government.

Number of Respondents: 10
respondents; 10 responses.

Estimated Time Per Response: .5
hours.

Frequency of Response: Third party
disclosure requirement.

Total Annual Burden: 5 hours.
Total Annual Cost: N/A.
Needs and Uses: This collection of

information will be used to ensure that
petitions seeking relief from
impermissible State and Local
regulation of personal wireless service
facilities based on the environmental
effects of radio-frequency emissions
under 47 U.S.C. 332(c)(7)(B)(v) will be
resolved efficiently with an opportunity
for all interested parties to participate.
The service requirements instructs
petitioners to serve a copy of such
petitions on those state and local
governments that are subject of the
petitions, as well as those state and local
governments otherwise specifically
identified in the petitions whose actions
petitioners argue are inconsistent with
federal law.

The information received will be used
to ensure that petitioners seeking relief
under 47 U.S.C. 332(c)(7)(B)(v) will be
resolved efficiently, with an opportunity
for all interested parties to participate.

OMB Control No.: 3060–0754.
Title: Children’s Television

Programming Report.
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